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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-36, 38-41, 43-47, 50-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fitzgerald (6,564,056) in view of Hermann et al (6,633,757). 

Consider claim 1, 3-4, 38-39, 43, 50-53. Fitzgerald teaches a wireless communication 
system, comprising a wireless device (HUB 100, fig. 1); and a personal wireless telephones 
(PDA 124, phone 130, fig. 1), at least one of the wireless telephones/device being inherently 
subscribed to a connectivity service (external network such as Internet, data network, telephone 
network, and/or a cellular network) for sharing information between the wireless 
telephones/device (col. 1, In. 55 to col. 2, In. 3). Fitzgerald does not teach that the wireless 
device is integrated into a vehicle. 

Hermann teaches a wireless local area network (LAN) for use in car, truck, and airplanes 
(col. 6, In. 47-51). Hermann further teaches that wireless telephones/devices can use services 
provided or rendered by other devices (cellular phones and pagers; col. 6, In. 52-67), and to 
compose or combine services (col. 15, In. 36-38). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Hermann into the teachings of Fitzgerald in order 
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to enable sharing services, to use services provided or rendered by other devices, and to compose 
or combine services. 

Consider claim 2, 5-6, 16-20. Fitzgerald further teaches HUB (100) enables the devices 
(120-140) to communicate with external service providers (col. 1, In. 55-64). Therefore, either 
or both the HUB and the devices must have subscription with the external service providers and 
such subscription (i.e., connectivity service) must be activated before the devices communicating 
with the HUB. 

Consider claims 7, 1 1, 21, 25. (Fitzgerald, col. 4, In. 50 to col. 5, In. 15) reads on the 
limitations of these claims. 

Consider claims 8, 22. Fitzgerald further teaches devices such as PDA (124) and 
automobiles (138) may belong to different public data networks (PDNs) at different times. Since 
they belong the public data networks, they obviously have the ability to communicate with the 
vehicular wireless telephone/device (HUB 100) through a wireless telephone network or vice 
versa. 

Consider claims 9, 23. The wireless telephone network inherently has a HLR for 
authorizing a wireless communication between the personal wireless devices (PDA 124, phone 
130, automobiles 138, fig. 1) and the vehicular wireless device (HUB 100) over the wireless 
telephone network (see the rejection of claim 8). 

Consider claims 10, 24. The wireless telephone network inherently receives identity 
authentication information (MIN and ESN) from the personal wireless telephone or the wireless 
HUB before permitting wireless communication between the personal wireless telephone (PDA 
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124, cellular phone 130, automobiles 138, fig. 1) and the vehicular wireless telephone/device 
(HUB 100, see the rejection of claim 8). 

Consider claims 12, 26. (Fitzgerald's col. 1, In. 53-64) reads on the limitations of these 

claims. 

Consider claims 13-14, 27-28. (Fitzgerald's fig. 1, HUB 100, PDA 124, cellular phone 
130, automobiles 138, fig. 1) reads on voice and data communications. 

Consider claims 15, 29-31. Fitzgerald further teaches HUB (100) enables the devices 
(120-140) to communicate with external service providers (col. 1, In. 55-64) and to enable a user 
on the external network to communicate with the controller and with devices in the private 
network (col. 1, In. 53-64). 

Consider claim 32-34. Fitzgerald teaches HUB (100) enables the devices (120-140) to 
communicate with external service providers (col. 1, In. 55-64). Therefore, either or both the 
HUB and the devices must have subscription with the external service providers and such 
subscription (i.e., connectivity service) must be activated before the devices communicating with 
the HUB. Fitzgerald further teaches devices such as PDA (124) and automobiles (138) may 
belong to different public data networks (PDNs) at different times. Since they belong the public 
data networks, they obviously have the ability to communicate with the vehicular wireless 
telephone/device (HUB 100) through a wireless telephone network or vice versa. 

Consider claims 35, 40. (Fitzgerald's col. 1, In. 53-64) reads on the limitations of these 

claims. 

Consider claims 36, 41. Fitzgerald further teaches HUB (100) enables the devices (120- 
140) to communicate with external service providers (col. 1, In. 55-64). Therefore, either or both 
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the HUB and the devices must have subscription with the external service providers and the 
providers would charge a fee for configuring the personal wireless telephones to communicate 
with the HUB. 

Consider claims 44-45. Fitzgerald teaches HUB (100) enables the devices (120-140) to 
communicate with external service providers (col. 1, In. 55-64). Fitzgerald further teaches 
devices such as PDA (124) and automobiles (138) may belong to different public data networks 
(PDNs) at different times. Since they belong the different public data networks, they might 
obviously be subscribed to different service providers. 

Consider claims 46-47. Fitzgerald teaches HUB (100) enables the devices (120-140) to 
communicate with external service providers (col. 1, In. 55-64). Fitzgerald further teaches 
devices such as PDA (124) and automobiles (138) may belong to different public data networks 
(PDNs) at different times. Since they belong the different public data networks, they might 
obviously be subscribed to different service providers. Hermann further teaches a wireless local 
area network (LAN) for use in car, truck, and airplanes (col. 6, In. 47-51). Hermann further 
teaches that wireless telephones/devices can use services provided or rendered by other devices 
(cellular phones and pagers; col. 6, In. 52-67), and to compose or combine services (col. 15, In. 
36-38). 

Consider claim 54. Fitzgerald teaches HUB (100) enables the devices (120-140) to 
communicate with external service providers (col. 1, In. 55-64). Fitzgerald further teaches 
devices such as PDA (124) and automobiles (138) may belong to different public data networks 
(PDNs) at different times. Since they belong the different public data networks, they might 
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obviously be subscribed to different service providers and the providers would charge a fee for 
configuring the personal wireless telephones to communicate with the HUB. 

3. Claims 37, 42, 48-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fitzgerald (6,564,056) in view of Hermann et al (6,633,757) as applied to claims 1-36, 38-41, 
43-47, 50-54 above, and further in view of Walker et al (6,246,755). 

Consider claims 37, 42, 48-49. Fitzgerald in view of Hermann does not teach sharing 
revenue between service providers. 

Walker teaches sharing revenue between service providers (revenue is shared between 
the content providers and telecommunication service providers; col. 3, In. 21-39). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Walker into the teachings of Fitzgerald in view of 
Hermann in order to allow callers to anonymously access a service, and/or reducing the high cost 
of telephone connections for such services. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Due Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-308-7527. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 6:00AM-2:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on 703-305-4708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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